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Disposition of Claims 

4) 03 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [X] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) CD Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) CD Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) [Zl Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 200509 



Application/Control Number: 09/847,145 
Art Unit: 2174 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 7/1 1/05. 

2. Claims 1-10 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 10 are independent 
claims. Claim 1 has been amended; and, claim 10 has been newly added. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Osawa et al. ("Osawa") in view of Bush et al. ("Bush"). 

As per claim 1 , although Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising a plurality of application 
devices (Abstract; figs. 3a-3b), wherein control information input is interpreted in 
accordance with available application devices (page 11, line 4 through page 12, line 1) 
and an application device is controlled in accordance with the result of the interpretation 
(page 13, lines 5-14), Osawa does not explicitly disclose a control information inputted 
by a user independently from a permanently predetermined menu structure wherein the 
control information is interpreted in accordance with available applications by checking 
whether the control information is known, unambiguous and complete. Bush teaches a 
method for controlling a system comprising a plurality of application devices wherein 
control information inputted by a user independently from a permanently predetermined 
menu structure is interpreted in accordance with available ones of the application 
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devices by checking whether the control information is known, unambiguous and 
complete for one of the application devices (col. 5, lines 30-32; col. 22, lines 42-47). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Bush's teaching of control information inputted by a user independently from a 
permanently predetermined menu structure being interpreted in accordance with 
available applications by checking whether the control information is known, 
unambiguous and complete to Osawa's teaching of control information input being 
interpreted in accordance with available application devices and an application device is 
controlled in accordance with the result of the interpretation in order to provide users 
with a visual indication that an error has occurred and alert them to the fact that their 
input was not recognized. 

As per claim 2, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
device characterized in that the control information specified by a user is signaled back 
to the user as announcement or indication for the purpose of acknowledgement 
(Osawa: page 11 line 25 through page 12, line 25; fig. 3b, element S1 1; page 5, lines 
19-21; page 17, line 20 through page 18, line 6; page 20, lines 6-7; the control 
information specified by a user via the remote controller is inherently signaled back to 
the user as announcement or indication for the purpose of acknowledgement so that 
users have an indication as to what they are selecting). 

As per claim 3, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
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device characterized in that control information input which allows a number of 
possibilities for its interpretation is signaled back as selection list (Osawa: figs. 8-9; 
page 1 1 , line 25 through page 1 2, line 5; page 12, lines 1 7-25). 

As per claim 5, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
device characterized in that a check is made whether the control information is 
complete in order to be able to execute a requested action, and that the user is 
requested to complete the control information if this is not the case (Osawa: page 11, 
lines 4-24; page 16, lines 3-24; page 18, lines 12-20). 

As per claim 6, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
device characterized in that the control information input as keyword or keywords is 
compared with stored keywords for the purpose of interpretation (Osawa: page 10, lines 
17-22). 

As per claim 7, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
device characterized in that the available application devices, control instructions and 
control parameters are stored as keywords as control information (Osawa: page 9, lines 
11-14; page 10, lines 17-22; wherein the keyword(s) or code are stored in a table and 
used to conduct searching operations for control information). 

As per claim 8, the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
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device characterized in that the control parameters are stored as lists (Osawa: fig. 4; 
page 9, lines 11-14). 

As per claim 10, although Osawa teaches a method for controlling a system 
having a plurality of application devices (Abstract; figs. 3a-3b), wherein control 
information input is interpreted in accordance with available application devices (page 
11, line 4 through page 12, line 1) and an application device is controlled in accordance 
with the result of the interpretation (page 13, lines 5-14), Osawa does not explicitly 
disclose control information inputted by a user independently from a permanently 
predetermined menu structure wherein the control information is interpreted in 
accordance with available applications by checking whether the control information is 
known, unambiguous and complete and that in the event of the presence of a lack of 
knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of the control information, the system 
signaling to the user to resolve a lack of knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of 
the control information wherein the signaling is independent of a permanently 
predetermined menu structure and enables the user to enter a response for resolving 
the lack of knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of the control information to 
insure that the control information is known, unambiguous and complete for one of the 
application devices. Bush teaches a method for controlling a system comprising a 
plurality of application devices wherein control information inputted by a user 
independently from a permanently predetermined menu structure is interpreted in 
accordance with available ones of the application devices by checking whether the 
control information is known, unambiguous and complete and that in the event of the 
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presence of a lack of knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of the control 
information, the system signaling to the user to resolve the lack of knowledge or 
ambiguity or incompleteness of the control information wherein the signaling is 
independent of a permanently predetermined menu structure and enables the user to 
enter a response for resolving the lack of knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of 
the control information to insure that the control information is known, unambiguous and 
complete for one of the application devices (col. 5, lines 30-32; col. 22, lines 42-47). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Bush's teaching of control information inputted by a user independently from a 
permanently predetermined menu structure being interpreted in accordance with 
available applications by checking whether the control information is known, 
unambiguous or complete and that in the event of the presence of a lack of knowledge 
or ambiguity or incompleteness of the control information, the system signaling to the 
user to resolve it wherein the signaling is independent of a permanently predetermined 
menu structure and enables the user to enter a response for resolving the lack of 
knowledge or ambiguity or incompleteness of the control information to Osawa's 
teaching of control information input being interpreted in accordance with available 
application devices and an application device is controlled in accordance with the result 
of the interpretation so that users may be alerted of the operational status of the system 
via visual indicators that an error has occurred due to unrecognizable input. 
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5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Osawa et 
al. ("Osawa") in view of Bush et al. ("Bush") as applied to claim 2, and further in view of 
Darbee et al. ("Darbee"). 

As per claim 4, although the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a 
system, especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one 
application device characterized in that the control information specified by a user is 
signaled back to the user as announcement or indication for the purpose of 
acknowledgement (Osawa: page 11 line 25 through page 12, line 25; fig. 3b, element 
S1 1; page 5, lines 19-21; page 17, line 20 through page 18, line 6; page 20, lines 6-7), 
The modified Osawa does not explicitly disclose that the control information input which 
cannot be reliably interpreted is correspondingly marked in the return signaling. Darbee 
teaches a method for controlling a system, especially an electrical and/or electronic 
system comprising at least one application device characterized in that the control 
information input which cannot be reliably interpreted is correspondingly marked in the 
return signaling (col. 21, lines 18-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an 
artisan at the time of the invention to include Darbee's method for controlling a system, 
especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one application 
device characterized in that the control information input which cannot be reliably 
interpreted is correspondingly marked in the return signaling to the modified Osawa's 
method for controlling a system, especially an electrical and/or electronic system 
comprising at least one application device characterized in that the control information 
specified by a user is signaled back to the user as announcement or indication for the 
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purpose of acknowledgement to provide feedback so that users may take corrective 
action(s). 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Osawa et 
al. ("Osawa") in view of Bush et al. ("Bush"). 

As per claim 9, although the modified Osawa teaches a method for controlling a 
system, especially an electrical and/or electronic system comprising at least one 
application device characterized in that control instructions are stored as data record for 
the application devices affected and control parameters are stored as keywords as 
control information (Osawa: page 9, lines 11-14; page 10, lines 17-22), Osawa does not 
explicitly disclose the control instruction being stored together with dummy codes for the 
applications devices affected. Official Notice is taken that using a dummy to reserve 
space is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at 
the time of the invention to include the use of a dummy to Osawa's record so that space 
may be reserved until the intended item is available. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Furthermore, the Office notes that applicant did not contest the factual assertion 
set forth under Official Notice in paragraph two of section six of the Office Action of 
1/12/05. 
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Houser et al. (US 5,774,859) teach information system having a speech 
interface. 

Herz (US 6,407,779 B1) teaches a method and apparatus for an intuitive 
universal remote control system. 

Kuhn et al. (US 6,553,345 B1) teach a universal remote control allowing natural 
language modality for television and multimedia searches and requests. 

Buil et al. (US 6,718,307 B1) teach a speech input device with attention span. 

Allport (US 6,882,299 B1) teaches a portable Internet-enabled controller and 
information browser for consumer devices. 

Inquires 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Paten, Examiner ^W.^— ^ 

o * u a none IjZl^INc ...i^.w 

September 4, 2005 „ , „ nA nw^a 
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